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Summary

� Drought disproportionately affects larger trees in tropical forests, but implications for forest

composition and carbon (C) cycling in relation to dry season intensity remain poorly under-

stood.
� In order to characterize how C cycling is shaped by tree size and drought adaptations and

how these patterns relate to spatial and temporal variation in water deficit, we analyze data

from three forest dynamics plots spanning a moisture gradient in Panama that have experi-

enced El Ni~no droughts.
� At all sites, aboveground C cycle contributions peaked below 50-cm stem diameter, with

stems ≥ 50 cm accounting for on average 59% of live aboveground biomass, 45% of woody

productivity and 49% of woody mortality. The dominance of drought-avoidance strategies

increased interactively with stem diameter and dry season intensity. Although size-related C

cycle contributions did not vary systematically across the moisture gradient under nondrought

conditions, woody mortality of larger trees was disproportionately elevated under El Ni~no

drought stress.
� Thus, large (> 50 cm) stems, which strongly mediate but do not necessarily dominate C

cycling, have drought adaptations that compensate for their more challenging hydraulic envi-

ronment, particularly in drier climates. However, these adaptations do not fully buffer the

effects of severe drought, and increased large tree mortality dominates ecosystem-level

drought responses.

Introduction

Tropical forests play critical roles in the global carbon and cli-
mate cycles. They contain an estimated 34% of terrestrial carbon
(C; US DOE, 2012), account for 34% of global gross primary
productivity (Beer et al., 2010), and influence climate on local to
global scales through their high rates of evapotranspiration (Sny-
der et al., 2004; Lawrence & Vandecar, 2015). Across the tropics,
anticipated changes in the spatial and temporal availability of
water (IPCC, 2013) are expected to alter the ecophysiology and
composition of forests, with consequent feedbacks to the climate
system. Given the importance of tropical forests to the climate
system, these feedbacks may be quite significant, yet our under-
standing of tropical forest responses to water deficit remains lim-
ited (e.g. Sitch et al., 2008; Huntingford et al., 2013; Powell
et al., 2013; Anderegg et al., 2015; Corlett, 2016). To precisely
describe or predict forest responses to climate variation or change,
it is necessary to characterize both the exact relationship between
tree size and C cycling, and the differential responses of trees of
different sizes to hydraulic stress.

Despite a common conception that larger trees dominate trop-
ical forest C cycling (e.g. Fauset et al., 2015; Bastin et al., 2015),
there is a surprising paucity of studies quantifying in detail how
contributions to key components of forest C budgets – specifi-
cally, live aboveground biomass (Cag,live), woody productivity
(ANPPstem) and woody mortality (M) – vary as a function of tree
size. The proportional contribution of large trees to total biomass
is variable, with contributions of trees ≥ 70 cm diameter at breast
height (DBH) ranging up to 45% in neotropical forests (Schietti
et al., 2016, and reference therein). With regards to biomass
turnover (i.e. ANPPstem and M), some theoretical work suggests
energy or C-flux equivalence across size classes (Enquist et al.,
2009), but these predictions do not account for differences in
light availability to the different size classes (Muller-Landau et al.,
2006a) or deviations from power-law scaling of size–abundance
relationships (Coomes et al., 2003; Muller-Landau et al., 2006b).
The exact form of the relationship between tree size and ecosys-
tem-level C contributions in tropical forests has yet to be
described, and we do not know how this relationship is shaped
by climate.
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Trees of different sizes respond differently to variation in
hydraulic conditions; in tropical forests worldwide, drought tends
to have a greater impact on the growth and mortality of large
than small trees (Phillips et al., 2010; Bennett et al., 2015). These
differences can be quite pronounced; in some cases, drought has
actually increased the growth rate of small trees while decreasing
the growth rate of large trees (Bennett et al., 2015). The greater
drought sensitivity of large tropical trees is likely driven by a com-
bination of the greater hydraulic challenge of lifting water to
greater height against the effects of gravity and path length-
associated resistance (Ryan et al., 2006; Zhang et al., 2009;
McDowell et al., 2011; McDowell & Allen, 2015) and greater
abiotic stress associated with an exposed canopy position (Roberts
et al., 1990; Nepstad et al., 2007; Bennett et al., 2015). It remains
unclear, however, how the more challenging hydraulic situation
of larger trees affects forest composition and carbon cycling under
nondrought conditions.

Trees exhibit a variety of adaptations to minimize moisture
loss during periods of dry season or droughts. Deciduousness is a
drought avoidance strategy, whereby leaf loss during times of cli-
matic stress reduces transpiration and the associated risk of
embolism (Wolfe et al., 2016). Trees that are transpiring during
periods of hydraulic stress require adaptations to avoid hydraulic
failure, such as deep roots or high wood density, which is often
positively correlated with resistance to embolism formation
(Hacke et al., 2001). However, higher wood density comes at the
expense of growth rate and height gain, which is an important
factor in competitive light-limited environments such as tropical
forests (Swenson & Enquist, 2007). Although drought avoidance
and drought tolerance represent two largely independent strate-
gies, there is significant diversity in species’ trait combinations
(Markesteijn & Poorter, 2009). As a result, the most useful single
metric of water deficit tolerance for species within a given size
class may be geographical distribution across moisture gradients
(e.g. Condit et al., 2013). Given the more challenging hydraulic
environment faced by large trees, we expect that at sites subject to
predictable periods of water limitation (i.e. dry seasons), or where
mild to moderate drought occurs frequently, canopy species
should exhibit stronger drought adaptations compared to under-
story trees. We further expect that, when drought adaptations are
insufficient to compensate for the harsher microclimate faced by
larger trees, the relative contributions of larger trees to ecosystem-
level productivity and biomass should be reduced under more
arid conditions.

The greater sensitivity of large trees to drought stress should
have important implications for ecosystem-level C cycling and
forest feedbacks to climate change, yet this remains poorly under-
stood. Only a couple of studies have quantified the role of tree
size in ecosystem-level C cycle drought responses of tropical
forests (Bennett et al., 2015), both showing large reductions of
live-tree biomass as a result of the more pronounced drought
response of larger trees (Nepstad et al., 2007; da Costa et al.,
2010). Most ecosystem models do not yet incorporate size-related
variation in hydraulic traits, but those that do are better able to
reproduce observed forest ecosystem responses to drought (Row-
land et al., 2015; Christoffersen et al., 2016). Improved

quantification of C cycle contributions, drought adaptations and
drought responses as a function of tree size, will be key to
improving our understanding of tropical forest ecosystem
responses to spatial and temporal variation in moisture stress.

A series of well-studied moist tropical forest plots spanning a
gradient of dry season moisture availability across the isthmus of
Panama and subject to droughts during El Ni~no events provide
the opportunity to better understand the C cycle contributions,
drought adaptations and drought responses of trees of different
sizes (Table 1; e.g. Leigh et al., 1990; Condit et al., 1995, 2000,
2013; Condit, 1998a). In 1981, a 50-ha long-term monitoring
plot, the first of the Center for Tropical Forest Science-Forest
Global Earth Observatory (Anderson-Teixeira et al., 2015), was
established on Barro Colorado Island (Condit, 1998a; Hubbell
et al., 1999). Shortly thereafter, the major El Ni~no event of 1982–
83 caused severe dry season drought, resulting in high mortality,
particularly among large trees, followed by a rapid rebound in
terms of leaf area and forest structure (Leigh et al., 1990; Condit
et al., 1995, 1999). Additional sites were established at the drier
(Cocoli) and wetter (San Lorenzo) ends of the moisture gradient
in 1994 and 1996, respectively (Condit et al., 2000, 2004, 2013).
These plots were resurveyed before and after another major El
Ni~no event in 1997–98, which significantly increased mortality
only at the driest site, where again larger trees suffered more
(Condit et al., 2004). It remains to be quantified how whole-
ecosystem C cycling is shaped by trees of different sizes and
drought adaptations across this gradient and how these patterns
relate to spatial and temporal variation in water availability.

Here, we analyze data from these three sites (Table 1) to test
three hypotheses regarding how Cag,live, ANPPstem and M are
shaped by trees of different sizes and drought adaptations and
how these patterns relate to spatial and temporal variation in
moisture stress: (1) contributions to Cag,live, ANPPstem and M
increase with tree size under nondrought conditions, with large
trees contributing proportionately less at the drier end of the
moisture gradient; (2) community composition is such that
drought adaptations (deciduousness, high wood density and
water deficit tolerance, a metric based on species distribution in
response to moisture amounts) are accentuated in the larger size
classes, particularly at the drier end of the gradient, and therefore
drought adapted species contribute disproportionately to Cag,live,
ANPPstem and M; and (3) focusing on the two instances where
the effects of El Ni~no drought stress were evident through
increases in tree mortality (1982–83 El Ni~no at Barro Colorado
Island and 1997–98 El Ni~no at Cocoli; Condit et al., 1995,
1999), we expect negative impacts to the ecosystem C balance
(e.g. elevated mortality and decreased ANPPstem) to increase with
tree size.

Materials and Methods

Study sites and data

Tree censuses were conducted at three sites spanning a gradient
of dry season moisture availability (‘moisture’ for brevity) in
Panama: Cocoli, Barro Colorado Island and San Lorenzo, also
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known as Sherman (Table 1; Condit, 1998a,b; Hubbell et al.,
1999, 2010; Condit et al., 2000). All sites are tropical moist low-
land forests with differing proportions of evergreen and decidu-
ous species (Table 1; Condit et al., 2000). Cocoli is on the drier
Pacific side of the gradient, and is a secondary forest c. 100 yr old
(Condit, 1998b). The 50-ha Barro Colorado Island plot is
located on a 1500-ha island in Gatun Lake and is primarily old-
growth forest that has been undisturbed by humans for over
500 yr (Condit, 1998b). The site with the highest moisture, San
Lorenzo, is a mature forest near the Atlantic coast that has been
subject to some logging or clearing activity during the last 150 yr
(Condit, 1998b). We excluded from the analyses a 1-ha patch of
young, secondary forest within San Lorenzo (Condit et al., 2004)
and a 1.9-ha patch at Barro Colorado Island (Harms et al.,
2001), because these patches of secondary forest differ from the
rest of the plot in species composition and are expected to differ
in growth and mortality patterns. Plots were censused following a
standardized protocol in which all stems ≥ 1 cm diameter at
breast height (DBH) were mapped, tagged, identified to species,
and measured in DBH (1.3 m) or, for all censuses except the first
Barro Colorado Island census, above any buttresses or other stem
irregularities (Manokaran et al., 1990; Condit, 1998a). Data cur-
rent as of February 29, 2016 were downloaded from the Center
for Tropical Forest Science database (http://ctfs.si.edu/ctfsrep).

Three metrics related to drought adaptation were available for
the majority of species at these three plots: deciduousness, wood
density and a moisture association index (MAI). Deciduous
species were defined based on surveys and expert knowledge as
those species capable of deciduousness at any site or in any size
class (Supporting Information Methods S1; Table S1; Condit
et al., 2000). Analyses were conducted both including and

excluding brevideciduous species, which are species that experi-
ence a very brief loss of leaves. Wood density values (g cm�3)
were obtained from central Panama (for methods see Wright
et al., 2010) or from the Center for Tropical Forest Science wood
density dataset (http://ctfs.si.edu/Public/Datasets/CTFSWood
Density/). If there was no value at the species level, we used the
genus-level mean (used for 16.6% of total species) or the family-
level mean (7.1% of total species). At the site level, this corre-
sponded to genus-level values for 7.0%, 8.3% and 15.9% of
species and family-level values for 2.3%, 3.8% and 9.5% of
species at Cocoli, Barro Colorado Island and San Lorenzo,
respectively. These species tended to be rare (in total representing
just 2.2% of individuals). If an individual was unidentified or
had no available wood density value at any taxonomic level, the
mean of all other species at the site was used. Wood density val-
ues were lacking for only one rare tree (Besleria robusta, n = 4). A
species-level MAI was assigned to 80% of species based on a
study using environmental predictors to model tree distributions
in Panama (Condit et al., 2013). The model used eight climatic
and soil factors, one of which was dry season moisture deficit, in
a hierarchical Guassian logistic regression to predict species
occurrence, and we defined MAI as the species-specific moisture
response parameter returned by the model.

Precipitation and temperature data were obtained from local
weather stations for each site. Measurements for Barro Colorado
Island were taken at ‘El Claro’, a station established in a clearing
c. 2 km from the plot in 1972. Data for San Lorenzo were col-
lected from a crane built in 1997 adjacent to the plot, and data
gaps were filled using records from Gatun West, a Panama Canal
Authority (Autoridad del Canal de Panam�a – ACP) station
located 5.3 km southeast of San Lorenzo. Cocoli records were

Table 1 Basic information on the three sites spanning the Panama moisture gradient

Cocoli Barro Colorado Island San Lorenzo

Plot information
Latitude, longitude 8.9877,�79.6166 9.1543,�79.8461 9.2815,�79.974
Size (ha) 4 50 (48.1*) 6 (4.96*)
Census years 1994, 1997, 1998 1981, 1985, 1990, 1995, 2000, 2005, 2010 1996, 1997, 1998, 2009
Focal non-El Ni~no census period 1994†–1997 1990–1995† 1996†–1997
Plot descriptions Condit et al. (2000, 2004) Condit (1998a), Hubbell et al. (1999) Condit et al. (2000, 2004)

Climate (1995–2010 mean)
Mean annual temperature (°C) 26.0 27.4 25.6
Mean annual precipitation (mm) 1808 2167 3197
Mean maximum dry season moisture deficit (mm)‡ 575 514 492

Vegetation
Stem density (stems ≥ 1 cm DBH; ha�1) 2470 5155 3441
Species richness (stems ≥ 1 cm DBH; full plot) 173 323 268
% of canopy species deciduous§ 42.1 32.2 23.8

Unless otherwise noted, vegetation properties are as calculated in this study for censuses between 1994 and 1996.
*Plot size after relatively young 1–2-ha patches of secondary forest were excluded from these analyses.
†Indicates focal census for stem density and biomass calculations.
‡Values from Condit et al. (2013). Briefly, dry season moisture deficit is calculated as the sum of daily deficit values (Dd; mm per month), where Dd is the
difference between potential evapotranspiration (PET) and precipitation, and the maximum cumulative deficit is averaged across years. To avoid breaking
the dry season into separate calendar years, D was calculated for September to July of the following year. Precipitation and PET are interpolated based on
local weather stations.
§Canopy defined as diameter at breast height (DBH) ≥ 30 cm. These values are similar to those reported by Condit et al. (2000), but have been updated
according to the list of deciduous species used here (Supporting Information Table S1).
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taken from the Parque Natural Metropolitano canopy crane
established in 1995 at the northwestern edge of Panama City,
and missing values were filled by averaging data from two nearby
ACP stations – Albrook Airbase and Balboa Heights, located
4–5 km away. Rainfall measurements from ACP stations were
corrected to match plot stations for both Cocoli and San Lorenzo
using a linear regression developed by Steve Paton (http://bioge
odb.stri.si.edu/physical_monitoring/). At Barro Colorado Island
only, soil moisture was sampled from depths of 0–10 cm at 10
sites around the Lutz catchment, and solar radiation was mea-
sured by a pyranometer on top of the Lutz tower, close to the
meteorological station ‘El Claro.’

Analyses

Our analyses for stem density and total site biomass focused on
the census nearest to 1995 (before 1997–98 El Ni~no), whereas
those for growth and mortality focused on census periods that
were the closest to overlapping and with no major El Ni~no events
(Cocoli: 1994–1997, Barro Colorado Island: 1990–1995, San
Lorenzo: 1996–1997; Table 1).

All analyses were conducted at the stem (ramet) level; i.e. those
stems that arose from the same root system or collar were exam-
ined individually as opposed to jointly at the tree (genet) level.
To account for the fact that individual stems of multi-stemmed
individuals were not assigned unique identifiers during censuses,
we developed an algorithm to determine the probable alignment
of stem IDs from one census to the next (Methods S2). For stems
measured at a height other than the standard 1.3 m height of
measurement – including 0.98–3.78%, 0.51–1.69% and 1.26–
1.36% of stems at Cocoli, Barro Colorado Island and San
Lorenzo, respectively – we applied a taper correction to give an
equivalent DBH at 1.3 m (Cushman et al., 2014). All tree ferns
(Cyatheaceae) and strangler figs (Ficus bullenei, F. colubrinae,
F. costaricana, F. citrifolia, F. pertusa and F. popenoei) were
excluded from these analyses because their growth is not well
characterized by trunk diameter. Additional corrections to the
data and exclusions of outliers are detailed in Methods S2.

Carbon cycling variables Variables describing ecosystem-level
carbon (C) cycling were calculated as follows. Biomass was esti-
mated based on allometries developed by Chave et al. (2014). The
equation selected was designed for use when tree height measure-
ments are unavailable and instead accounts for diameter–height
allometries using an environmental stress parameter (E), which is
a function of climatic water deficit, temperature seasonality, and
precipitation seasonality. Values for E were extracted from http://
chave.ups-tlse.fr/pantropical_allometry.htm and were found to be
0.0748 for Cocoli, 0.0518 for Barro Colorado Island and
�0.0565 for San Lorenzo. Biomass was converted to C using the
approximation that biomass is 47% C (IPCC, 2006). For com-
parison, we also estimated biomass using the same equation for all
sites; that is, instead of incorporating different E values, all three
sites used the allometry designed for ‘moist’ forests (Chave et al.,
2005). We found that this allometry resulted in higher carbon
estimates for all sites, but did not result in substantive differences

among analyses (Table S2; Fig. S1), and we therefore only
reported the results obtained from the Chave et al. (2014) allo-
metric equation. For palm trees (Arecaceae), biomass was esti-
mated using the family-level equation based on diameter
developed by Goodman et al. (2013), and was adjusted for log
transformation bias using a correction factor (Chave et al., 2005).

Aboveground net primary production of stem biomass C
(ANPPstem; Mg C ha�1 yr�1) was calculated as the sum of annual
biomass C growth for stems that were alive at the beginning and
end of a census period, plus the biomass C in stems that recruited
into the census, all divided by the census interval (following vari-
able definition in Anderson-Teixeira et al., 2016). Woody mor-
tality (M; Mg C ha�1 yr�1) was calculated as the sum of the
aboveground biomass C of all stems that died divided by the cen-
sus interval, with biomass C estimates based on DBH measure-
ments from the most recent census before death. Net biomass C
change was calculated as ANPPstem – M. Initial Cag,live was defined
as the sum of live biomass C for stems at the initial census for
each census period. For the first census period on Barro Colorado
Island, a correction was applied to estimate ANPPstem, M, and
net biomass change because all measurements were made at
1.3 m, including around buttresses or other stem abnormalities,
for this one census (Table S3; Methods S2). These values were
determined for all plants ≥ 1 cm DBH and for the following
diameter classes: 1–10, 10–50, and ≥ 50 cm (Table S4).

Size-related variation In order to analyze how the variables of
interest varied with stem size, stems were grouped into 23
approximately log-even bins based on their initial diameter. Stem
density (n ha�1), Cag,live, ANPPstem andM per cm DBH were cal-
culated for each size class, as was the mean initial diameter (D0;
i.e. diameter measured at the first census of each interval). For all
variables, we fitted the following function to loge-transformed
data:

y ¼ aD0
b
expcD0 Eqn 1

Here, a, b and c are fitted parameters, where c = 0 gives a power
function and negative or positive values of c give hump- or
U-shaped fits, respectively. Ninety-five percent confidence inter-
vals were calculated by randomly sampling 109 10 m subplots
for each variable using 1000 bootstrap replicates. We also quanti-
fied size-related variation in several of the underlying variables:
individual biomass C, diameter growth, individual biomass C
growth and stem mortality (Methods S3; Fig. S2).

The variation of interspecific functional trait distributions
among stem size classes also was analyzed. Mean deciduousness,
wood density and MAI were calculated for each of eight approxi-
mately log-even size classes and for the community as a whole. A
linear-log function was then fitted using linear least squares
regression to loge-transformed values of DBH. Weighted means
for deciduousness, wood density and MAI were calculated as
∑ Ti(Ci/Ctot), where Ti is the functional trait value attributed to
each individual stem based on its species identity and Ci and Ctot

are Cag,live, ANPPstem or M of the individual or entire commu-
nity, respectively.
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Results

C cycling and tree size across the moisture gradient

Contrary to expectations, we reject the first component of
Hypothesis 1, that Cag,live, ANPPstem and M increase with tree
size under nondrought conditions, and instead find that these
variables peaked below 50 cm DBH (Fig. 1b–d). When consid-
ering ecosystem-level attributes as a function of DBH on a lin-
ear scale (i.e. per cm increase in DBH; Fig. 1), stem density
declined sharply with DBH with an accelerating decline at all
sites; that is, the fit parameters b and c (Eqn 1) were consis-
tently negative (Fig. 1a; all P < 0.001; Table S5). Because indi-
vidual biomass C increases steeply with DBH (Fig. S2a;
Table S5), Cag,live increased with DBH across the lower end of
the size range (Fig. 1b; all b > 0.67; all P < 0.001), peaking
between mid and 50 cm DBH, and declining in the largest size
classes (all c < 0; all P < 0.001). Diameter growth rate and indi-
vidual biomass C growth rates both increased monotonically
with DBH (Fig. S2b,c; Table S5). ANPPstem displayed hump-
shaped relationships with DBH at Barro Colorado Island and
San Lorenzo (Fig. 1c; both b > 0.14, all c <�0.02, both
P < 0.04), but there was no significant trend at Cocoli
(P = 0.44). Stem mortality rate decreased with DBH (Fig. S2d;
Table S5), whereas M increased across most of the size range at
all sites (Fig. 1d, all b > 0.27; all P ≤ 0.03), before declining at
DBH > 50 cm at Barro Colorado Island and San Lorenzo (both
c <�0.01, both P ≤ 0.001).

Expressed in terms of three broad size classes (1–10, 10–50
and > 50 cm DBH), ecosystem-level C cycling (Cag,live,
ANPPstem, M) was dominated by large and mid-sized stems
(Fig. 1; Table S4). Specifically, across sites and censuses, stems
≥ 50 cm had the lowest stem densities (mean of 32 stems ha�1;
range: 30–38), but still contributed the most to C cycling, repre-
senting on average 45% of ANPPstem (range: 29–64%), 49% of
M (range: 19–63%) and 59% of Cag,live (range: 49–68%;
Table S4). Stems 10–50 cm DBH had an average stem density of
400 stems ha�1 (range: 244–493) and contributed almost as
much C as large stems, comprising on average 44% of ANPPstem
(range: 29–55%), 45% of M (range: 33–72%) and 37% of Cag,

live (range: 30–47; Table S4). By contrast, the smallest stems
(< 10 cm DBH) had a mean stem density of 4020 stems ha�1

(range: 2282–5284), and contributed least to C cycling, repre-
senting only an average 11% of ANPPstem (range: 6–16%), 6%
ofM (range: 3–9%) and 4% of Cag,live (range: 2–5%; Table S4).

Across the gradient, there were no consistent trends in ecosys-
tem-level C cycling or its partitioning across size classes. Specifi-
cally, at the ecosystem level, Cag,live tended to increase with
decreasing dry season intensity, but with overlapping 95% CIs
(Tables 2, S4) – a trend that is potentially confounded by the fact
that the driest site (Cocoli) is a secondary forest. This trend was
less pronounced when allometries from Chave et al. (2005) were
used, with San Lorenzo and Barro Colorado Island displaying
similar values (Table S2). M also tended to increase with decreas-
ing dry-season intensity, whereas ANPPstem showed no consistent

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Fig. 1 Size-related variation in (a) stem
density, (b) aboveground live biomass carbon
(C) (Cag,live), (c) aboveground woody
productivity (ANPPstem) and (d) woody
mortality (M) at all three sites during the
focal non-El Ni~no census periods (Table 1).
Totals for each size bin are divided by the
width of the size bin (cm) such that
relationships depict how these variables
change with diameter on a linear scale.
Dashed lines indicate a nonsignificant trend.
Fit parameters and statistics are given in
Supporting Information Table S5. Vertical
lines depict 95% confidence intervals based
on bootstrapping over subplots.
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trends across the gradient (Table 2). Net biomass C change was
significantly positive in Cocoli, the secondary forest, and was not
significantly different from zero at the other two sites. For all of
these variables, there was little evidence of systematic differences
in the relative contributions of trees of different sizes across the
moisture gradient (Figs 1, S2; Tables S4, S5); thus, we reject the
second component of Hypothesis 1, that large trees contribute
proportionately less to C cycling at the drier end of the moisture
gradient.

Tree size and drought adaptations

The dominance of deciduous species increased with DBH at all
sites, particularly at the drier sites (Fig. 2a,b; Table S6), in

concordance with Hypothesis 2. Specifically, the fractional abun-
dance of deciduous species increased significantly with DBH at
all sites, regardless of whether brevideciduous species were classi-
fied as evergreen or deciduous (all P ≤ 0.01). As expected, the
steepness of the slope of this relationship increased with climatic
water deficit; that is, whereas the three sites had similarly low
fractions of deciduous species in the small size classes, the decidu-
ous fraction of larger trees increased from the wettest to the driest
site (Fig. 2a). This resulted in weighted mean deciduousness
being greater for Cag,live, ANPPstem and M than for stem density,
indicating that relative to their abundance, deciduous species
contributed disproportionately to biomass C and changes therein
(Fig. 2b). Although total fractions of deciduous species were simi-
lar across sites (largely due to the high abundance of evergreen

Table 2 Ecosystem-level carbon (C) variables including live biomass C (Cag,live), woody productivity (ANPPstem), woody mortality (M) and net biomass C
change for all three sites during non-El Ni~no census periods

Cag,live (95% CIs)
(Mg C ha�1)

ANPPstem (95% CIs)
(Mg C ha�1 yr�1)

M (95% CIs)
(Mg C ha�1 yr�1)

Net biomass C change
(95% CIs) (Mg C ha�1 yr�1)

Cocoli 1994*–97 120 (105,132) 3.07 (2.63, 3.52) 1.18 (0.61, 1.99) 1.89 (0.90, 2.72)
Barro Colorado Island 1990–95* 136 (129,143) 2.76 (2.62, 2.91) 2.43 (2.04, 2.85) 0.32 (�0.14, 0.70)

Non-El Ni~no mean 136 3.20 2.63 0.57
San Lorenzo 1996*–97 144 (130,157) 3.44 (2.98, 3.95) 2.83 (1.89, 3.95) 0.61 (�0.59, 1.75)

Non-El Ni~no mean 146 2.78 2.94 �0.16

Shown are records for our focal census periods (Table 1) and the mean for all non-El Ni~no census periods.
*Indicates year for which Cag,live is reported.

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

(e) (f)

Fig. 2 Deciduousness (a, b), wood density
(c, d) and moisture association index (MAI; e, f)
averaged by size class (a, c, e) and as means
weighted according to stems’ contributions
to total stem density, live biomass carbon (C)
(Cag,live), woody productivity (ANPPstem) and
woody mortality (M) (b, d, f). For
deciduousness, results are presented
counting brevideciduous species as
evergreen (solid colors) or deciduous (pale
colors), with 0 indicating nondeciduous and 1
indicating deciduous. For MAI, negative
values represent species associated with drier
climates and positive values correspond to
species associated with wetter climates
(Condit et al., 2013). Dashed lines indicate
nonsignificant trends. Results apply to the
focal censuses identified in Table 1.
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stems in the small size classes; Table 1; Fig. 2a,b), the contribu-
tions of deciduous species to Cag,live and ANPPstem increased with
climatic water deficit, indicating that the disproportionate influ-
ence of deciduous species on C cycling was greatest at the driest
site (Fig. 2b).

As with deciduousness, differences in wood density were
accentuated in the larger size classes and at drier sites (Fig. 2c);
however, contrary to Hypothesis 2, the larger trees at drier sites
had lower wood density. Specifically, mean wood density
decreased with DBH at the two drier sites (both P < 0.004),
but not at San Lorenzo (P = 0.71; Fig. 2c; Table S6). Species
with higher wood density were more abundant at Cocoli than
the wetter sites across most of the size spectrum, but this pat-
tern reversed in the largest size classes (Fig. 2c). At Cocoli and
Barro Colorado Island, species with low wood density con-
tributed disproportionately to C cycling, as illustrated by lower
weighted mean wood density for Cag,live, ANPPstem and M than
for stem density (Fig. 2d). Furthermore, although community-
wide mean wood density decreased with increasing moisture
across the gradient, weighted mean wood density increased
with moisture for Cag,live, ANPPstem and M; that is, the relative
importance of low wood density species in the larger size classes
increased with climatic water deficit (Fig. 2d). The decrease in
wood density with stem size was driven primarily by deciduous
canopy species with low wood density, particularly at Cocoli,
where exclusion of deciduous species made this trend disappear
(P = 0.99).

As expected, and consistent with how MAI is defined, the
mean MAI value varied across the moisture gradient, with the
greater abundance of xerophytic species at Cocoli and of meso-
phytic species at San Lorenzo (Fig. 2e). Interestingly, differences
were more pronounced in the larger size classes; mean MAI
decreased with DBH at Cocoli (P = 0.009), did not vary signifi-
cantly with DBH at Barro Colorado Island (P = 0.45) and
increased with DBH at San Lorenzo (P = 0.03; Fig. 2e;
Table S6). As with deciduousness and wood density, the MAIs
associated with larger trees tended to be disproportionately influ-
ential to C cycling, such that weighted mean MAI for Cag,live, M,
ANPPstem varied more markedly across the moisture gradient
than did mean MAI based on abundance.

Responses to El Ni~no events

The El Ni~no events disproportionately affected the largest trees at
both Barro Colorado Island and Cocoli, as predicted in Hypothe-
sis 3. At Barro Colorado Island, the 1982–83 El Ni~no was char-
acterized by anomalously warm temperatures lasting from May
1982 to June 1983 (peak mean monthly temperature of 29.30°C
in April 1983 was the highest on record from 1980 to 2010), low
November–April precipitation (289 mm in 1982–83 compared
to a 1980–2010 mean of 1041 mm) and the lowest soil moisture
on record from 1980 to 2010 (27.1% water by wet weight com-
pared to a 1980–2010 mean of 38.9%). The drought stress
resulted in high tree mortality (Condit et al., 1995), such that M
(4.86Mg C ha�1 yr�1) was almost double the mean value for
census periods lacking a major El Ni~no event

(2.63Mg C ha�1 yr�1; Table S4). Increases in M above the non-
El Ni~no mean were particularly pronounced for larger stems,
with stems ≥ 50 cm DBH responsible for 63% of total M (3.06
Mg C ha�1 yr�1; Fig. 3e; Tables 3, S4). ANPPstem was also ele-
vated during the 1981–1985 census period, effectively compen-
sating for the high M (net biomass C change = 0.70
Mg C ha�1 yr�1; Fig. 3a,c; Tables 3, S4). The largest stems
(≥ 50 cm) were the only size class to have a negative net biomass
C change value (�0.24Mg C ha�1 yr�1; Tables 3, S4). It should
be noted that although we sought to correct for the changes in
measurement height protocol between the 1981 and 1985 Barro
Colorado Island censuses (Methods S2), values for this census
period are less accurate than the others reported here.

At Cocoli, the 1997–98 El Ni~no resulted in elevated Novem-
ber–April temperature (26.9°C, compared to mean of 26.2°C for
1995–2010 non-El Ni~no years) and decreased November–April
rainfall (347 mm; 1995–2010 non-El Ni~no mean: 550 mm).
ANPPstem decreased relative to the preceding non-El Ni~no period
whereas M increased, resulting in a net decline in Cag,live (Fig. 3;
Table 3). Specifically, ANPPstem declined 26% (from 3.07 to
2.28Mg C ha�1 yr�1; Table S4). This was driven by the larger
size classes (Fig. 3d): although ANPPstem of stems ≥ 50 cm DBH
declined, ANPPstem of stems < 10 cm increased (Table 3). Mean-
while, M increased 170% (from 1.18 to 3.18Mg C ha�1 yr�1),
with the largest contribution (63%) coming from stems ≥ 50 cm
DBH (Table 2; Fig. 3f). Total Cag,live declined overall, increasing
for smaller stems while decreasing for larger stems (Fig. 3b;
Tables 3, S4).

Discussion

Across three large forest plots in Panama, ecosystem-level carbon
(C) cycling was dominated by mid- to large-sized trees, with con-
tributions per unit diameter at breast height (DBH) typically
peaking in the 10–50 cm DBH range and trees ≥ 50 cm DBH
representing an average of 59% of live aboveground biomass
(Cag,live) and contributing somewhat less to changes therein (45%
woody productivity, ANPPstem, and 49% woody mortality, M;
Fig. 1, Table S4), despite their low stem density (0.8%, on aver-
age; Table S4). We found little difference in the relative C cycle
contributions of large vs small trees across the moisture gradient
(Fig. 1), indicating that the observed differences in community
composition were sufficient to compensate for any differential
biophysical challenges faced by larger trees in drier climates.
Indeed, larger stems showed evidence of stronger drought adapta-
tions, having higher fractions of deciduous species and more pro-
nounced sorting across a geographical moisture gradient (Fig. 2;
Condit et al., 2000, 2013). Despite these adaptations, in associa-
tion with El Ni~no drought stress at Barro Colorado Island in
1982–83 and at Cocoli in 1997–98, larger trees suffered greater
increases in mortality, dominating ecosystem-level C cycle
responses (Fig. 3e,f; Table 3). Thus, it is generally the mid-sized
to large trees – those with at least some chance of being in an
exposed canopy position (Muller-Landau et al., 2006a) – that dis-
play the most pronounced drought adaptations, suffer most
under drought (see also Condit et al., 1995, 2004; Bennett et al.,
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2015), and most strongly mediate forest C cycle responses to
hydraulic stress.

One novel finding of this study is that – contrary to Hypothe-
sis 1 – aboveground biomass and C cycling are not dominated by
the largest trees, but tend rather to peak at intermediate stem
diameters (Figs 1b-d, S3). Specifically, when C cycle contribu-
tions were expressed as a linear function of DBH – consistent
with previous literature on size scaling in forests (e.g.
Muller-Landau et al., 2006b; West et al., 2009; Lutz et al., 2012)

– Cag,live peaked at 27–50 cm DBH, whereas maximum contribu-
tions to ANPPstem and M occurred at < 50 cm DBH. It is impor-
tant to note that interpretations of C cycle contributions as a
function of DBH are influenced by the way that size bins are
defined. When DBH was expressed on a logarithmic scale – i.e.
size bin width increasing with DBH – C cycle contributions
increased continuously with DBH across most of the size spec-
trum (Fig. S3). Nevertheless, under either approach, it was not
the largest trees that contributed most to biomass and C cycling;
rather, their rarity made their contributions less than those of
intermediate-sized stems. By contrast, although stems < 10 cm
DBH contributed relatively little to live aboveground biomass at
these sites (≤ 5.2%), their contributions to ANPPstem andM were
more significant (ranging up to 15.9% and 8.7%, respectively). It
is particularly striking that at Barro Colorado Island and Cocoli,
ANPPstem per cm DBH was similar across all size classes below
c. 50 cm DBH and that contributions to ANPPstem declined
above this threshold (Fig. 1c). The relatively high contributions
of small stems to ANPPstem and M reflect high biomass turnover
rates, driven by relatively high stem mortality (Fig. S2d) and
mass-specific growth rates (i.e. individual net biomass C change/
Cag,live; Fig. S2a,b). Although the contributions of small stems
should not be ignored, it is the mid- to large-sized trees that dom-
inate aboveground C cycling (Fig. 1; Table S4) and should be
most important in driving tropical forest C cycle responses to
climatic variation in space and time.

Fig. 3 Comparison of (a, b) net biomass
carbon (C) change, (c, d) woody productivity
(ANPPstem), and (e, f) woody mortality (M)
by size class in El Ni~no and non-El Ni~no years
at Barro Colorado Island (1982–83 El Ni~no)
and Cocoli (1997–98 El Ni~no). Non-El Ni~no
means include all census periods that did not
include a major El Ni~no event (see Table 1).
Stems were divided into eight log-even bins
and the total value for each size bin was
divided by the width of the size bin (cm) to
depict how each variable changes with
diameter on a linear scale. Vertical lines
depict 95% confidence intervals based on
bootstrapping over subplots.

Table 3 El Ni~no-driven changes in woody productivity (ANPPstem), woody
mortality (M) and net biomass carbon (C) change by size class, with
change expressed relative to non-El Ni~no census period means (Table 1
and Supporting Information Table S4).

Event Size class (cm) ANPPstem M
Net biomass
C change

Barro Colorado Island 1–10 +0.11 +0.03 +0.09
1982–83 El Ni~no 10–50 +0.84 +0.54 +0.30

≥ 50 +1.40 +1.65 �0.26
All (≥ 1) +2.35 +2.22 +0.13

Cocoli 1–10 +0.06 +0.03 +0.02
1997–98 El Ni~no 10–50 �0.09 +0.44 �0.53

≥ 50 �0.76 +1.53 �2.28
All (≥ 1) �0.79 +2.00 �2.79

All variables have units of Mg C ha�1 yr�1.

New Phytologist (2017) � 2017 Smithsonian Institute

New Phytologist� 2017 New Phytologist Trustwww.newphytologist.com

Research

New
Phytologist8



Contrary to our first hypothesis, we found little evidence of
systematic, directional differences in the C cycle contributions of
trees of different sizes across the moisture gradient (Fig. 1; Tables
S4, S5). Based on the observed greater drought sensitivity of
larger trees (Bennett et al., 2015), we may have expected relatively
smaller C cycle contributions of larger trees under drier condi-
tions (Hypothesis 1). However, across this modest moisture gra-
dient, the drought adaptations associated with larger trees in
drier climates were sufficient to compensate for any stronger
hydraulic stress experienced by these trees because of their canopy
position. Of course, extending into far drier climates, large trees
– and their carbon cycle contributions – completely disappear.

Species’ drought adaptations varied with stem size (Fig. 2).
The wettest site and understories at all sites were dominated by
evergreen species with relatively high wood density, whereas the
dominance of deciduous species increased, and mean wood den-
sity decreased, with increasing tree size and dry season intensity
(Fig. 2a). These patterns are largely consistent with our second
hypothesis and with the principle that larger, taller trees face
more challenging hydraulic constraints than do their understory
counterparts. Canopy trees are exposed to higher solar radiation
and leaf-to-air vapor pressure deficit, which may make it difficult
to simultaneously maintain hydraulic safety, regulate leaf tem-
perature, and maintain a positive C balance during dry condi-
tions (Roberts et al., 1990; Nepstad et al., 2007; Bennett et al.,
2015). Dry season deciduousness is one drought adaptation
strategy that allows trees to avoid these stressors (Markesteijn &
Poorter, 2009), and our results (Fig. 2) – along with previous
findings (Frankie et al., 1974; Wright, 1991; Condit et al.,
2000) – make it apparent that this strategy is increasingly
favored under drier conditions and for larger trees, supporting
Hypothesis 2. In fact, the magnitude of the observed increase in
deciduousness with stem size (Fig. 2a) is likely underestimated in
this study because individual species are often deciduous as big
trees but not as juveniles (Condit et al., 2000). Size trends in
deciduousness (Fig. 2a) and C cycle contributions (Fig. 1) com-
bined such that deciduous species contributed disproportionately
to forest C cycling relative to their abundance in the community
(Fig. 2b), particularly at the two drier sites. Thus, capturing the
observed size trend in deciduousness will be essential to accu-
rately modeling C cycling and its seasonality in semi-deciduous
tropical forests.

Counterintuitive to the principle that larger trees require
stronger drought adaptations (Hypothesis 2) is the fact that wood
density declined with stem size at the two drier sites (Fig. 2c). All
else being equal, we would expect that trees facing higher water
deficits would have higher wood density; however, Panamanian
tree species display a wide variety of hydraulic strategies. Low
wood density species can be strongly drought-adapted if decidu-
ous, and there was no association between wood density and
moisture association index (MAI) among the species included in
this analysis (R2= 0.002; P = 0.40). Thus, we interpret the lower
average wood density of large individuals (Fig. 2c) as being driven
primarily by the facts that low wood density trees can achieve the
same strength at lower costs by investing in thicker trunks (Lar-
javaara & Muller-Landau, 2010) and that, all else being equal,

lower wood density species have faster diameter growth and
therefore can reach large diameter faster than high wood-density
species. The latter may explain the pronounced dominance of
low wood density, mostly deciduous species in the largest size
classes at Cocoli, which is a secondary forest (Fig. 2); however,
this trend was not observed at San Lorenzo despite its history of
selective logging, which has been shown to favor low wood den-
sity stands (Carre~no-Rocabado et al., 2012). At the two drier
sites, declines in wood density with stem size (Fig. 2c) combined
with size trends in C cycle contributions (Fig. 1) such that the
weighted average wood density of stems contributing to C cycling
was consistently lower than community-wide wood density
means (Fig. 2d). For forests such as these, models or analyses
assuming that community mean wood densities apply across size
classes may overestimate biomass, ANPPstem andM.

A suite of hydraulic traits, including but by no means limited
to deciduousness and wood density, shape species’ overall water
deficit tolerance and distribution across geographic gradients, as
reflected in our MAI (Condit et al., 2013). This metric is not
suitable for direct comparison of drought tolerance across size
classes because understory and canopy species are subject to dif-
ferent microclimates. However, consistent with Hypothesis 2,
larger trees display stronger geographical sorting across the mois-
ture gradient (Fig. 2e). This suggests that water stress plays a
stronger role in shaping their geographical distributions than
those of understory species, which experience a more buffered
microclimate. Moreover, these results indicate that species associ-
ating more strongly with one end of the geographical moisture
gradient contribute more to C cycling (Fig. 2f), primarily because
of their larger size.

Although the relative C cycle contributions of trees of different
sizes did not vary across the moisture gradient, their responses to
the El Ni~no drought events differed. For the El Ni~no droughts at
both Barro Colorado Island (1982–83) and Cocoli (1997–98),
the larger trees were more strongly impacted in terms of mortality
(Fig. 3; Table S4; Condit et al., 1995, 1999, 2004; Bennett et al.,
2015). Consistent with our third hypothesis, the implication for
the C balance was, in both cases, a large increase (c.
2 Mg C ha�1 yr�1) in woody mortality, driven by the dispropor-
tionate importance of larger trees (Fig. 3; Table 3). Growth
responses differed between these two events. At Cocoli, consistent
with Hypothesis 3, the 1997–98 El Ni~no reduced growth in the
larger size classes and increased growth in the smaller size classes,
resulting in net declines in ANPPstem and Cag,live (Fig. 3;
Table 3). By contrast, high woody mortality associated with the
1982–83 El Ni~no at Barro Colorado Island appears to have been
compensated for by elevated ANPPstem during the same census
period (Figs 3; Table 3); this was perhaps driven by competitive
release or by positive El Ni~no growth responses of some species,
likely due to the alleviation of light limitation by reduced cloud
cover (Graham et al., 2003). In all cases, despite the fact that they
did not dominate aboveground C cycling during non-El Ni~no
conditions, it was the response of the larger trees that drove
ecosystem-level responses to the El Ni~no events (Table 3).

Here, we elucidated how spatial and temporal variation in
water deficit interact with tree size to shape C cycling in
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Panamanian tropical forests, findings that can yield insight into
the likely climate change responses of these and other tropical
forests. Panamanian forests are adapted to regular dry seasons
and moderate droughts, and – in cases where we have data – have
shown high resilience to the major El Ni~no events of 1982–83
and 1997–98 in terms of forest structure and C cycling (Fig. 3c;
Leigh et al., 1990; Condit et al., 2004). Thus, moderate climate-
change associated droughts are unlikely to dramatically alter
forest structure and function. Patterns across the moisture gradi-
ent suggest that a gradual drying trend – as may be expected if
temperature increases are not accompanied by significant
increases in precipitation – would likely result in shifts in com-
munity composition, with increasing prevalence of drought-
adapted (e.g. deciduous) species, particularly in the larger size
classes (Fig. 2). However, to the extent that species compositional
changes keep pace with climate change, major changes in C
cycling – or size trends therein – may be unlikely across the range
of climatic water deficit examined here (Fig. 1). By contrast, a
rapid increase in the frequency or intensity of severe El Ni~no
droughts could have substantial impacts on forest size structure
and C cycling. Because severe El Ni~no events disproportionately
impact the larger – and commonly older – trees, they stand to
have both substantive impacts on the C cycle and relatively long-
lasting impacts on forest structure. Thus, if climate change
increases severe droughts beyond what these forests have experi-
enced historically, there is potential for eventual deterioration of
forest resilience. Better understanding of the factors that confer
resilience and vulnerability of mid- to large-sized trees to drought
will therefore be particularly important for predicting tropical
forest responses to climate change.
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Fig. S1 Size-related variation in (a) stem density, (b) aboveground live biomass C (Cag,live), (c) 

aboveground woody productivity (ANPPstem), and (d) woody mortality (M) at all three sites 

during the focal non-El Niño census periods (Table 1) using biomass allometries from Chave et 

al., (2005). Totals for each size bin are divided by the width of the size bin (cm) such that 

relationships depict how these variables change with diameter on a linear scale. Dashed lines 

indicate a non-significant trend. Vertical lines depict 95% confidence intervals based on 

bootstrapping over subplots. 

 



 

Fig. S2 Size scaling of (a) individual live biomass C, (b) individual biomass C growth, (c) 

individual diameter growth, and (d) stem mortality rate. Mean individual Cag,live is based on 

censuses from 1994 (Cocoli), 1995 (Barro Colorado Island), or 1996 (San Lorenzo). Growth and 

stem mortality are based on overlapping non-El Niño census periods at Cocoli (1994-1997), 

Barro Colorado Island (1990-1995), and San Lorenzo (1996-1997). Fit parameters and statistics 

are given in Table S5. Vertical lines depict 95% confidence intervals based on bootstrapping 

over subplots.

 

 



 

Fig. S3 Size-related variation in (a) stem density, (b) aboveground live biomass C (Cag,live), (c) 

aboveground woody productivity (ANPPstem), and (d) woody mortality (M) at all three sites 

during the focal non-El Niño census periods (Table 1). Totals for each size bin have not been 

divided by the width of the size bin (cm), in contrast to Figure 1. Vertical lines depict 95% 

confidence intervals based on bootstrapping over subplots.  

 

 

 



 

Table S1 List of species classified as deciduous in this study along with source of deciduous 

observation. 

Family Species Species code Source* Deciduousness** 

Fabaceae-mimosoideae Acacia melanoceras acacme 2  DF 
Fabaceae-mimosoideae  Acacia riparia acacri 2 DB 
Fabaceae-papilionoideae Acosmium panamense acospa 2 DF 
Rubiaceae Alseis blackiana alsebl 2 DF 
Anacardiaceae Anacardium excelsum anacex 2 DB 
Fabaceae-papilionoideae Andira inermis andiin 1 D 
Annocaceae Annona spraguei annosp 2 DF 
Rubiaceae Pittoniotis trichantha antitr 2 DF 
Malvaceae Apeiba membranacea apeime 2 DF 
Malvaceae Apeiba tibourbou apeiti 2 DF 
Bignoniaceae Arrabidaea chica arrach 2 DB 
Apocynaceae Aspidosperma spruceanum aspicr 1 D 
Anacardiaceae Astronium graveolens ast2gr 2 DB 
Moraceae Brosimum alicastrum brosal 2 DB 
Moraceae Brosimum utile brosut 2 DB 
Burseraceae Bursera simaruba burssi 2 DO 
Fabaceae-mimosoideae Calliandra magdalenae callma 2 DB 
Meliaceae Carapa guianensis caragu 2 DB 
Fabaceae-caesalpinioideae Cassia moschata cas1mo 2 DB 
Salicaceae Casearia arborea casear 2 DB 
Salicaceae Casearia guianensis casegu 2 DF 
Rhizophoraceae Cassipourea elliptica cassel 1 D 
Moraceae Castilla elastica castel 2 DF 
Malvaceae Cavanillesia platanifolia cavapl 2 DO 
Cucurbitaceae Cayaponia granatensis cayagr 2 DB 
Urticaceae  Cecropia longipes cecrlo 2 DF 
Meliaceae Cedrela odorata cedrod 2 DB 
Malvaceae Ceiba pentandra ceibpe 2 DO 
Fabaceae-mimosoideae Chloroleucon mangense chloma 2 DB 
Cochlospermaceae Cochlospermum vitifolium cochvi 2 DF 
Combretaceae Combretum decandrum combde 2 DF 
Combretaceae Combretum fruticosum combfr 2 DF 
Boraginaceae Cordia alliodora cordal 2 DF 
Boraginaceae Cordia bicolor cordbi 2 DF 
Boraginaceae Cordia lasiocalyx cordla 2 DB 
Lecythidaceae Couratari guianensis courpa 2 DB 
Sapindaceae Cupania latifolia cupala 1 D 
Fabaceae-papilionoideae Cymbosema roseum cymbro 2 DB 
Fabaceae-papilionoideae Dalbergia retusa dalbre 1 D 
Fabaceae-papilionoideae Dipteryx oleifera diptpa 2 DB 
Putranjivaceae Drypetes standleyi drypst 2 DB 
Fabaceae-papilionoideae Dussia sp.6 duss6 2 DF 
Fabaceae-papilionoideae Erythrina costaricensis ery1co 1 D 
Cucurbitaceae Fevillea cordifolia fevico 2 DB 
Moraceae Ficus americana ficuam 2 DB 
Moraceae Ficus benjamina ficube 2 DB 
Moraceae Ficus brevibracteata ficubr 2 DB 
Moraceae Ficus bullenei ficubu 2 DB 
Moraceae Ficus colubrinae ficuc1 2 DB 
Moraceae Ficus costaricana ficuc2 2 DB 
Moraceae Ficus citrifolia ficuci 2 DB 
Moraceae Ficus dugandii ficudu 2 DB 
Moraceae Ficus insipida ficuin 2 DB 
Moraceae Fiucs maxima ficuma 2 DB 
Moraceae Ficus nymphaeifolia ficuny 2 DB 
Moraceae Ficus obtusifolia ficuob 2 DB 
Moraceae Ficus apollinaris ficup1 2 DB 
Moraceae Ficus paraensis ficupa 2 DB 
Moraceae Ficus pertusa ficupe 2 DB 
Moraceae Ficus popenoei ficupo 2 DB 
Moraceae Ficus tonduzii ficuto 2 DB 
Moraceae Ficus trigonata ficutr 2 DB 
Moraceae Ficus yoponensis ficuyo 2 DB 
Fabaceae-papilionoideae  Fissicalyx fendleri fissfe 2 DB 
Fabaceae-papilionoideae Flemingia strobilifera flemst 2 DB 
Rubiaceae Genipa americana geniam 2 DF 
Fabaceae-papilionoideae Gliricidia sepium glirse 2 DB 
Lamiaceae Gmelina arborea gmelar 2 DB 
Nyctaginaceae Guapira standleyana guapst 1 D 
Malvaceae Guazuma ulmifolia guazul 1 D 
Malvaceae Hampea appendiculata hampap 1 D 
Chrysobalanaceae Hirtella americana hirtam 1 D 
Humiriaceae Humiriastrum diguense humidi 2 DB 
Euphorbiaceae Hura crepitans huracr 2 DF 



 

Family Species Species code Source* Deciduousness** 
Fabaceae-papilionoideae Hymenolobium mesoamericanum hym1me 2 DB 
Fabaceae-mimosoideae Inga goldmanii ingago 2 DB 
Fabaceae-mimosoideae Inga mucuna ingam1 2 DB 
Fabaceae-mimosoideae Inga polita ingap1 2 DB 
Fabaceae-mimosoideae Inga pauciflora ingapa 2 DB 
Bignoniaceae Jacaranda caucana jac1ca 1 D 
Bignoniaceae Jacaranda copaia jac1co 2 DB 
Caricaceae Jacaratia spinosa jac2sp 1 D 
Lythraceae Lafoensia punicifolia lafopu 2 DB 
Fabaceae-papilionoideae Lennea viridiflora lennvi 2 DF 
Chrysobalanaceae Licania platypus licapl 2 DB 
Fabaceae-papilionoideae Lonchocarpus heptaphyllus loncla 2 DF 
Malvaceae Luehea seemannii luehse 2 DF 
Malvaceae Luehea speciosa luehsp 2 DF 
Moraceae Maclura tinctoria maclti 2 DB 
Clusiaceae Marila laxiflora mar1la 2 DF 
Chrysobalanaceae Maranthes panamensis marapa 2 DB 
Sapindaceae  Matayba apetala mataap 1 D 
Fabaceae-mimosoideae Mimosa pudica mimopu 2 DF 
Malvaceae  Mortoniodendron anisophyllum mortan 2 DF 
Fabaceae-papilionoideae Mucuna mutisiana mucumu 2 DB 
Fabaceae-papilionoideae Myrospermum frutescens myrofr 1 D 
Lauraceae  Nectandra cissiflora nectci 1 D 
Malvaceae Ochroma pyramidale ochrpy 1 D 
Fabaceae-papilionoideae Ormosia macrocalyx ormoma 1 D 
Fabaceae-caesalpinioideae Peltophorum pterocarpum pel1in 2 DF 
Euphorbiaceae Pera arborea peraar 2 DB 
Fabaceae-papilionoideae Platymiscium pinnatum pla1pi 1 D 
Fabaceae-papilionoideae Platypodium elegans pla2el 1 D 
Apocynaceae Plumeria rubra plumac 2 DF 
Malvaceae  Pachira quinata pochqu 2 DO 
Malvaceae  Pachira sessilis pochse 1 D 
Urticaceae Pourouma bicolor pourbi 2 DF 
Malvaceae Pseudobombax septenatum pse1se 2 DO 
Fabaceae-papilionoideae Pterocarpus rohrii pterro 1 D 
Malvaceae Quararibea asterolepsis quaras 2 DB 
Euphorbiaceae Sapium glandulosum  sapiau 2 DF 
Fabaceae-caesalpinioideae Schizolobium parahyba schipa 1 D 
Fabaceae-caesalpinioideae Senna dariensis sennda 2 DB 
Elaeocarpaceae Sloanea meianthera sloam1 2 DB 
Elaeocarpaceae Sloanea terniflora sloate 2 DB 
Anacardiaceae Spondias mombin sponmo 2 DO 
Anacardiaceae Spondias purpurea sponpu 2 DO 
Anacardiaceae Spondias radlkoferi sponra 2 DF 
Malvaceae Sterculia apetala sterap 2 DF 
Fabaceae-papilionoideae Swartzia simplex_var.ochnacea swars2 2 DF 
Meliaceae Swietenia macrophylla swiema 2 DB 
Bignoniaceae  Tabebuia guayacan tab1gu 2 DO 
Bignoniaceae  Tabebuia ochracea tab1oc 2 DO 
Bignoniaceae  Tabebuia rosea tab1ro 2 DF 
Anacardiaceae Tapirira guianensis tapigu 2 DB 
Verbenaceae Tectona grandis tectgr 2 DB 
Combretaceae Terminalia amazonia termam 2 DB 
Combretaceae Terminalia oblonga termob 2 DB 
Burseraceae Trattinnickia aspera tratas 2 DO 
Cannabaceae Trema micrantha tremmi 1 D 
Meliaceae  Trichilia hirta tri2hi 1 D 
Malvaceae Trichospermum galeottii tri4ga 2 DF 
Polygonaceae Triplaris cumingiana tripcu 1 D 
Myristicaceae Virola sebifera virose 1  D 
Salicaceae Xylosma chlorantha xyl2ch 2 DF 
Rutaceae Zanthoxylum ekmanii zantbe 2 DF 
Rutaceae Zanthoxylum panamense zantp1 2 DF 
Rutaceae Zanthoxylum acuminatum zantpr 2 DF 
Rutaceae Zanthoxylum setulosum zantse 2 DF 
Salicaceae Zuelania guidonia zuelgu 2 DF 

*Sources: 1- Condit et al. 2000; 2- S.J. Wright or O. Calderon, personal observation. 
** DB, brevideciduous; DO, Obligately deciduous; DF, facultatively deciduous; D, Deciduous not specified

 

 

 



 

Table S2 Ecosystem-level C variables for all three sites during non-El Niño census periods using 

allometries from Chave et al. (2005). 

 

 

C,ag,live (95% CIs) 

(Mg C ha-1) 

ANPPstem (95% CIs) 

(Mg C ha-1 yr-1) 

M (95% CIs) 

(Mg C ha-1 yr-1) 

Net biomass C 

change  (95% CIs) 

(Mg C ha-1 yr-1) 

Cocoli 

 

1994*-97 146 (128,163) 3.66 (3.16,4.23) 1.21 (0.71,2.49) 2.46(1.08,3.20) 

Barro Colorado  1990-95* 160 (152,167) 3.22 (3.09,3.36) 2.83 (2.48,3.29) 0.38(-0.14,0.74) 

Island 

 

non-El Niño mean 160 3.72 3.07 0.64 

San Lorenzo  1996*-97 157 (141,175) 3.76 (3.25,4.31) 2.92 (2.06,4.23) 0.84 (-0.62,1.80) 

 non-El Niño mean 160 3.02 3.14 -0.11 

Shown are records for our focal census periods (Table 1) and the mean for all non-El Niño census periods. 

*indicates year for which C,ag,live is reported. 

Cag,live, live aboveground biomass C; ANPPstem, woody productivity; M, woody mortality. 

 

 

 

 

Table S3 Adjusted woody mortality values for the 1981-1985 Barro Colorado Island census 

periods. 

Size Class* (mm) f∆HOM, C85:C81 Mcorrected (Mg C yr-1) M (Mg C yr-1) 

10-13 0 - 0.132 0.132 
13-16.5 0 - 0.228 0.228 
16.5-21.5 0 - 0.329 0.329 
21.5-27.5 0 - 0.328 0.328 
27.5-36 0 - 0.820 0.820 
36-46 0 - 0.940 0.940 
46-59.5 0 - 0.785 0.785 
59.5-76.5 0 - 1.66 1.66 
76.5-100 0 - 2.06 2.06 
100-127.5 0 - 3.01 3.01 
127.5-164 0 - 3.84 3.84 
164-212.5 0.0080 2.18 7.26 7.19 
212.5-273 0.0367 2.75 11.22 10.54 
273-369 0.11 1.49 17.90 17.01 
369-500 0.25 1.16 31.06 29.87 
500-625 0.41 0.88 24.55 25.79 
625-765 0.51 0.75 19.70 22.59 
765-982.5 0.60 0.65 19.55 24.76 
982.5-1261.5 0.59 0.60 30.07 39.45 
1261.5-1636 0.53 0.65 18.69 22.91 
1636-2100.5 0.44 0.67 20.84 24.48  
2100.5-2724.5 0.50 0.69 13.69 16.24 
2724.5-3501 0.13 0.65 0.00 0.00 

*Size classes are defined based on 1981 diameter. 
f∆HOM, fraction of stems in each size class with a height of measurement change from 1981-85; C85:C81, 
ratio of biomass C in 1985 to 1981; M, woody mortality; Mcorrected, woody mortality after corrections were 
applied as described in Methods S2. 



 

Table S4 Demographic rates and C cycle variables by size class for each site and census period. 
   Demography   C flux (Mg C ha-1 yr-1) 

 Census 
period 

size 
class 

Initial stem 
density  

Diameter 
growth rate  mstem    

Net 
biomass   

 (cm) (ha-1) (mm yr-1) (%  yr-1)  Cag,live C change ANPPstem  M  

Cocoli 1994-
1997  

≥1 2563  

(2454,2668) 

 - 4.34 

(3.94,4.81) 

 120 

(105,132) 

1.89 

(0.90,2.72) 

3.07 

(2.63,3.52) 

1.18 

(0.61,1.99) 

  1-10 2282  
(2180,2383)                   

0.804 

(0.77,0.85) 

4.67 

(4.22,5.18) 

  2.97 

(2.97,2.80) 

0.125 

(0.10,0.14) 

0.193 

(0.18,0.21) 

0.0675 

(0.06,0.08) 

  10-
50 

244 

(228,259) 

2.35 
(2.13,2.56) 

1.91 

(1.40,2.49) 

 37.0 

(33.3,40.7) 

0.262 

(-0.03,0.55) 

0.901 

(0.78,1.03) 

0.639 

(0.42,0.89) 

  ≥50 37 

(32,43) 

9.09 

(7.74,10.56) 

0.451 

(0,1.21) 

 80.0 

(65.8,95.6) 

1.50 

(0.61,2.27) 

1.97 

(1.53,2.44) 

0.473 

(0,1.27) 

 1997-
1998  

≥1 2564 

(2451,2675) 

 - 6.44 

(5.66,7.35) 

 126 

(111,142) 

-0.908 

(-4.24,1.31) 

2.28 

(1.76,2.81) 

3.18 

(1.19,6.27) 

  1-10  2283 

(2177,2386) 

1.05 

(1.00,1.10) 

6.96 

(6.05,7.97) 

  3.03 

(2.86,3.20) 

0.150 

(0.12,0.18) 

0.249 

(0.23,0.27) 

0.0990 

(0.08,0.12) 

  10-
50 

243 

(229,259) 

1.66 

(1.38,1.97 

2.34 

(1.50,3.32) 

 37.4 

(33.8,41.2) 

-0.273 

(-0.90,0.29) 

0.809 

(0.60,1.10) 

1.08 

(0.62,1.71) 

  ≥50 38 

(33,44) 

5.25 

(3.27,7.43) 

1.86 

(0.00,4.42) 

 85.8 

(71.2,101.7) 

-0.785 

(-3.71,1.28) 

1.22 

(0.81,1.69) 

2.00 

(0.00,5.28) 

Barro 
Colorado 
Island 

1981-
1985*  

≥1 5250 

(5212,5289) 

 - 4.20 

(4.12,4.28) 

 - 0.700 

(-0.86,1.07) 

5.55 

(5.34,5.77) 

4.86 

(4.51,6.40) 

  1-10 4815 

(4774,4853) 

0.93 

(0.93,0.96) 

4.28 

(4.20,4.37) 

  - 0.308 

(0.29,0.32) 

0.507 

(0.49,0.51) 

0.199 

(0.19,0.21) 

  10-
50 

400 

(395,407) 

3.49 

(3.41,3.57) 

3.33 

(3.18,3.52) 

 - 0.627 

(0.54,0.82) 

2.23 

(2.15,2.30) 

1.60 

(1.41,1.68) 

  ≥50 35 

(33,36) 

11.5 

(10.5,12.5) 

3.18 

(2.70,3.65) 

 - -0.236 

(-1.90,0.05) 

2.82 

(2.59,3.04) 

3.06 

(2.82,4.69) 

 1985-
1990 

≥1 5437 

(5396,5476) 

 - 3.81 

(3.74,3.87) 

 132 

(125,139) 

2.06 

(1.62,2.43) 

4.46 

(4.21,4.69) 

2.40 

(2.11,2.74) 

  1-10 5005 

(4964,5048) 

0.79 

(0.78,0.80) 

3.94 

(3.88,4.00) 

  6.32 

(6.23,6.39) 

0.389 

(0.39,0.40) 

0.544 

(0.54,0.55) 

0.155 

(0.15,0.16) 

  10-
50 

402 

(396,408) 

2.65 

(2.59,2.71) 

2.38 

(2.27,2.50) 

 46.7 

(45.6,47.7) 

0.628 

(0.53,0.73) 

1.63 

(1.58,1.69) 

1.00 

(0.92,1.08) 

  ≥50 30 

(28,31) 

9.30 

(8.62,9.99) 

1.99 

(1.71,2.34) 

 79.1 

(72.1,85.6) 

1.04 

(0.65,1.42) 

2.28 

(2.07,2.54) 

1.24 

(0.98,1.57) 

 1990-
1995 

≥1 5727 

(5687,5770) 

 - 4.24 

(4.17,4.30) 

 136 

(129,143) 

0.322 

(-0.14,0.70) 

2.76 

(2.62,2.91) 

2.43 

(2.04,2.85) 

  1-10 5284 

(5239,5325) 

0.517 

(0.51,0.53) 

4.41 

(4.34,4.48) 

  7.12 

(7.04,7.20) 

0.156 

(0.15,0.17) 

0.335 

(0.33,0.34) 

0.179 

(0.17,0.18) 

  10-
50 

412 

(406,418) 

2.31 

(2.26,2.37) 

2.25 

(2.14,2.37) 

 46.1 

(45.1,47.2) 

0.425 

(0.34,0.52) 

1.33 

(1.29,1.38) 

0.906 

(0.83,0.98) 

  ≥50 31 

(30,33) 

4.57 

(4.25,4.92) 

2.02 

(1.69,2.37) 

 82.5 

(75.7,90.2) 

-0.260 

(-0.75,0.11) 

1.09 

(0.95,1.22) 

1.35 

(0.99,1.74) 

 1995-
2000  

≥1 5342 

(5298,5383) 

 - 4.16 

(4.10,4.22) 

 136 

(129,143) 

0.149 

(-0.35,0.55) 

2.85 

(2.70,3.01) 

2.70 

(2.31,3.21) 

  1-10 4894 

(4853,4933) 

0.569 

(0.56,0.58) 

4.32 

(4.26,4.39) 

  7.02 

(6.93,7.10) 

0.116 

(0.11,0.12) 

0.309 

(0.30,0.31) 

0.193 

(0.19,0.20) 

  10-
50 

418 

(411,424) 

2.29 

(2.24,2.34) 

2.52 

(2.41,2.62) 

 46.7 

(45.8,47.7) 

0.337 

(0.25,0.43) 

1.32 

(1.28,1.36) 

0.984 

(0.91,1.06) 

  ≥50 31 

(29,33) 

5.29 

(4.93,5.67) 

1.84 

(1.51,2.17) 

 82.1 

(75.6,88.7) 

-0.304 

(-0.75,0.12) 

1.22 

(1.07,1.38) 

1.53 

(1.13,1.98) 

 2000-
2005 

≥1 4985 

(4946,5026) 

 - 3.84 

(3.78,3.92) 

 138 

(131,146) 

-0.0908 

(-0.49,0.29) 

2.75 

(2.59,2.95) 

2.84 

(2.54,3.20) 

  1-10 4542 

(4504,4580) 

0.574 

(0.56,0.58) 

3.95 

(3.89,4.02) 

  6.83 

(6.75,6.91) 

0.146 

(0.14,0.15) 

0.326 

(0.32,0.33) 

0.180 

(0.17,0.18) 

  10-
50 

411 

(406,417) 

2.26 

(2.21,2.31) 

2.75 

(2.63,2.87) 

 46.8 

(45.8,47.9) 

0.117 

(0.02,0.22) 

1.27 

(1.23,1.31) 

1.15 

(1.07,1.24) 

  ≥50 32 

(30,33) 

4.76 

(4.48,5.04) 

2.27 

(1.94,2.61) 

 84.3 

(77.5,92.2) 

-0.355 

(-0.70,-0.02) 

1.15 

(0.99,1.35) 

1.51 

(1.20,1.85) 

 2005-
2010 

≥1 4893 

(4838,4946) 

-  3.87 

(3.79,3.95) 

 138 

(131,146) 

-0.0903 

(-0.69,0.38) 

2.77 

(2.66,2.88) 

2.86 

(2.43,3.46) 

  1-10 4457 

(4418,4495) 

0.660 

(0.65,0.67) 

3.99 

(3.92,4.06) 

  6.79 

(6.71,6.87) 

0.184 

(0.18,0.19) 

0.360 

(0.35,0.37) 

0.176 

(0.17,0.18) 

  10-
50 

404 

(398,410) 

2.29 

(2.23,2.34) 

2.66 

(2.55,2.77) 

 46.0 

(45.0,47.1) 

0.140 

(0.05,0.24) 

1.29 

(1.25,1.34) 

1.15 

(1.07,1.24) 

  ≥50 31 

(30,33) 

5.04 

(4.76,5.33) 

2.02 

(1.69,2.34) 

 84.7 

(78.1,92.6) 

-0.414 

(-1.02,0.03) 

1.12 

(1.01,1.23) 

1.53 

(1.11,2.05) 



 

   Demography   C flux (Mg C ha-1 yr-1) 

 Census 
period 

size 
class 

Initial stem 
density  

Diameter 
growth rate  mstem    

Net 
biomass   

 (cm) (ha-1) (mm yr-1) (%  yr-1)  Cag,live C change ANPPstem  M  

San 
Lorenzo 

1996-
1997 

≥1 4210 

(4101,4336) 

 - 5.32 

(4.85,5.83) 

 144 

(130,157) 

0.614 

(-0.59,1.75) 

3.44 

(2.98,3.95) 

2.83 

(1.89,3.95) 

  1-10 3687 

(3579,3802) 

0.674 

(0.64,0.71) 

5.64 

(5.15,6.13) 

  6.45 

(6.23,6.69) 

0.130 

(0.09,0.17) 

0.333 

(0.31,0.36) 

0.204 

(0.17,0.24) 

  10-
50 

493 

(475,512) 

2.27 

(2.10,2.44) 

3.11 

(2.55,3.74) 

 67.1 

(62.3,71.7) 

-0.154 

(-0.85,0.46) 

1.64 

(1.46,1.84) 

1.79 

(1.20,2.41) 

  ≥50 30 

(25,35) 

6.78 

(5.11,8.83) 

1.96 

(0.41,3.59) 

 69.9 

(56.7,84.1) 

0.638 

(-0.27,1.45) 

1.47 

(1.01,1.94) 

0.833 

(0.17,1.64) 

 1997-
1998  

≥1 3987 

(3870,4101) 

 - 4.88 

(4.49,5.29) 

 144 

(132,157) 

2.51 

(1.42,3.44) 

4.47 

(3.91,5.11) 

1.97 

(1.29,2.80) 

  1-10 3472 

(3369,3577) 

0.981 

(0.94,1.02) 

5.22 

(4.76,5.69) 

  6.39 

(6.13,6.63) 

0.306 

(0.27,0.34) 

0.478 

(0.45,0.51) 

0.172 

(0.14,0.20) 

  10-
50 

484 

(465,503) 

2.76 

(2.56,2.96) 

2.65 

(2.06,3.29) 

 65.9 

(61.7,70.3) 

0.847 

(0.11,1.43) 

2.26 

(2.00,2.53) 

1.41 

(0.88,2.03) 

  ≥50 31 

(26,36) 

6.33 

(4.89,7.93) 

1.18 

(0.00,2.97) 

 71.9 

(58.6,85.1) 

1.35 

(0.54,2.07) 

1.73 

(1.19,2.33) 

0.382 

(0.00,0.96) 

 1998-
2009 

≥1 4023 

(3919,4139) 

-  3.29 

(3.16,3.43) 

 146 

(132,161) 

-0.290 

(-0.35,-1.05) 

2.67 

(2.44,2.92) 

2.96 

(2.42,3.67) 

  1-10 3504 

(3394,3613) 

0.711 

(0.68,0.74) 

3.41 

(3.29,3.55) 

  6.45 

(6.20,6.70) 

0.303 

(0.27,0.32) 

0.426 

(0.40,0.45) 

0.123 

(0.12,0.14) 

  10-
50 

488 

(468,508) 

2.21 

(2.07,2.35) 

2.54 

(2.32,2.79) 

 66.0 

(61.7,70.6) 

0.108 

(-0.18,0.32) 

1.48 

(1.34,1.62) 

1.37 

(1.21,1.63) 

  ≥50 31 

(26,36) 

3.71 

(3.14,4.25) 

2.28 

(1.56,3.11) 

 74.0 

(60.8,89.6) 

-0.702 

(-1.41,-0.09) 

0.764 

(0.59,0.98) 

1.47 

(0.96,2.07) 

Grey shading indicates census periods with major El Niño event. 
**Recruitment refers to growth into entire census periods. 
*Values for the Barro Colorado Island 1981-85 census period are estimated as described in Methods S2. 
 mstem, stem mortality rate; Cag,live, live aboveground biomass C; ANPPstem, woody productivity; M, woody mortality. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

Table S5 Fitted parameters corresponding to Figure 1 and Figure S1. 

 

 

 

    loge (a)  b  c 

Variable Site R2 
Adj. 
R2 est. (95%CI) p  est. (95%CI) p  est. (95%CI) p 

            
Stem density 
 

Cocoli 0.99 0.99 7.56 
(7.27, 7.86) 

<0.001  -1.71  
(-1.86, -1.55) 

<0.001  -0.0144 
(-0.0190, -0.0097)  

<0.001 

 Barro Colorado 
Island 

1.00 1.00 8.60 
(8.37, 8.82) 

<0.001  -1.87 
(-1.98, -1.77) 

<0.001  -0.0187 
(-0.0209, -0.0165) 

<0.001 

 San Lorenzo 1.00 1.00 7.95 
(7.70, 8.19) 

<0.001  -1.48 
(-1.63, -1.33) 

<0.001  -0.0346 
(-0.0415, -0.0277) 

<0.001 

Individual Biomass C Cocoli 1.00 1.00 -9.93 
(-10.00,-9.86) 

<0.001  2.62 
(2.59,2.66) 

<0.001  -0.0102 
(-0.0113, -0.0091) 

<0.001 

 Barro Colorado 
Island 

1.00 1.00 -9.94 
(-9.99,-9.88) 

<0.001  2.55 
(2.53,2.57) 

<0.001  -0.0035 
(-0.0040,-0.0030) 

<0.001 

 San Lorenzo 1.00 1.00 -9.93 
(-9.99,-9.88) 

<0.001  2.56 
(2.53,2.60) 

<0.001  -0.0009 
(-0.0024,0.0006) 

0.23 

Aboveground C (Cag,live) Cocoli 0.92 0.91 -2.37 
(-2.62,-2.11) 

<0.001  0.92 
(0.79,1.05) 

<0.001  -0.0246 
(-0.0287, -0.0205) 

<0.001 

 Barro Colorado 
Island 

0.97 0.96 -1.38 
(-1.58, -1.17) 

<0.001  0.67 
(0.58, 0.77) 

<0.001  -0.0220 
(-0.0240, -0.0200) 

<0.001 

 San Lorenzo 0.95 0.95 -1.99 
(-2.20, -1.77) 

<0.001  1.08 
(0.95, 1.21) 

<0.001  -0.0355 
(-0.0416,-0.0294) 

<0.001 

Diameter growth  Cocoli 0.97 0.97 -2.92 
(-3.12, -2.71) 

<0.001  0.42 
(0.30, 0.53) 

<0.001  0.0104 
(0.0061, 0.0147) 

<0.001 

 Barro Colorado 
Island 

0.96 0.96 -3.61 
(-3.87, -3.35) 

<0.001  0.70 
(0.58, 0.81) 

<0.001  -0.0004 
(-0.0029, 0.0022) 

0.76 

 San Lorenzo 0.96 0.95 -3.31 
(-3.57, -3.06) 

<0.001  0.61 
(0.46, 0.77) 

<0.001  0.0023 
(-0.0049, 0.0094) 

0.51 

Individual Biomass  C 
Growth 

Cocoli 1.00 1.00 -11.63 
(-11.85,-11.42) 

<0.001  1.98 
(1.86,2.10) 

<0.001  -0.0008 
(-0.0052,0.0037) 

0.73 

 Barro Colorado 
Island 

1.00 0.99 -12.22 
(-12.48,-11.97) 

<0.001  2.12 
(2.01,2.24) 

<0.001  -0.0029 
(-0.0054,-0.0004) 

0.03 

 San Lorenzo 1.00
  

1.00 -12.01 
(-12.26,-11.75) 

<0.001  2.07 
(1.91,2.22) 

<0.001  0.0022 
(-0.0049,0.0093) 

0.52 

Stem productivity 
(ANPPstem) 

Cocoli 0.34 0.27 -3.79 
(-4.08, -3.49) 

<0.001  0.06 
(-0.10, 0.23) 

0.44  -0.0063 
(-0.0125, -0.0001) 

0.05 

 Barro Colorado 
Island 

0.96 0.96 -3.46 
(-3.76, -3.16) 

<0.001  0.14 
(0.01, 0.28) 

0.04  -0.0195 
(-0.0225, -0.0166) 

<0.001 

 San Lorenzo 0.82 0.80 -3.89 
(-4.16, -3.62) 

<0.001  0.49 
(0.32, 0.65) 

<0.001  -0.0294 
(-0.0369, -0.0219) 

<0.001 

Mortality rate (mstem) Cocoli 0.71 0.66 1.86 
(1.46, 2.26) 

<0.001  -0.53 
(-0.78, -0.29) 

<0.001  0.0114 
(-0.0005, 0.0234) 

0.06 

  Barro Colorado 
Island 

0.82 0.80 1.65 
(1.44, 1.85) 

<0.001  -0.29 
(-0.39, -0.19) 

<0.001  0.0015 
(-0.0010, 0.0040) 

0.23 

 San Lorenzo 0.72 0.68 2.00 
(1.66, 2.33) 

<0.001  -0.33 
(-0.56, -0.09) 

0.01  0.0015 
(-0.0135, 0.0166) 

0.83 

Woody mortality (M) Cocoli 0.39 0.30 -5.17 
(-5.62, -4.72) 

<0.001  0.30 
(0.03, 0.58) 

0.03  -0.0064 
(-0.0203, 0.0076) 

0.34 

 Barro Colorado 
Island 

0.83 0.82 -4.30 
(-4.64, -3.96) 

<0.001  0.27 
(0.12, 0.43) 

0.002  -0.0144 
(-0.0182, -0.0107) 

<0.001 

 San Lorenzo 0.79 0.76 -4.65 
(-4.97, -4.33) 

<0.001  0.69 
(0.46, 0.92) 

<0.001  -0.0279 
(-0.0426, -0.0133) 

0.001 



 

Table S6 Fitted parameters corresponding to Figure 2. 

Functional 
Group Site R2 R2 adj. loge (a) (95% CI) p-value b (95% CI) p-value 

Deciduousness* 
(excluding DB) 

Cocoli  

 

0.69 0.64 -0.16 (-0.50,0.18) 0.29 0.15 (0.05,0.26) 0.01 

 Barro Colorado 
Island 

0.74 0.69 -0.08 (-0.30,0.14) 0.43 0.11 (0.04,0.18) 0.006 

 San Lorenzo 0.87 0.84 0.03 (-0.02,0.09) 0.17 0.04 (0.02,0.06) 0.002 

Deciduousness* 
(including DB) 

Cocoli 0.87 0.84 -0.12 (-0.39,0.15) 0.32 0.21 (0.13,0.29) <0.001 

 Barro Colorado 
Island 

0.87 0.85 -0.12 (-0.35,0.10) 0.23 0.18 (0.11, 0.25) <0.001 

 San Lorenzo 0.90 0.88 -0.02 (-0.17,0.13) 0.71 0.14 (0.09, 0.19) 0.001 

Wood Density Cocoli 0.76 0.72 0.77 (0.61,0.93) <0.001 -0.09 (-0.13,-0.04) 0.004 

 Barro Colorado 
Island 

0.77 0.74 0.66 (0.58,0.74) <0.001 -0.04 (-0.07,-0.02) 0.004 

 San Lorenzo 0.03 -0.16 0.56 (0.51,0.61) <0.001 0.003 (-0.02,0.02) 0.71 

Moisture 
Association 

Cocoli 0.71 0.66 -0.28 (-0.65,0.08) 0.10 -0.17 (-0.28,-0.06) 0.009 

 Barro Colorado 
Island 

0.10 -0.05 0.66 (0.26,1.07) 0.007 -0.04 (-0.16,0.08) 0.45 

 San Lorenzo 0.67 0.60 1.12 (0.79,1.45) <0.001 0.14 (0.03,0.25) 0.03 

*Analyses were run both including and excluding brevideciduous species (DB) as deciduous.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

Methods S1 Methods for classifying deciduous species 

A formal census occurred in 1997 and 1999, when all non-palm canopy species (those 

reaching ≥30cm DBH) with >1 individual were surveyed for deciduousness at all three sites 

(Condit et al., 2000), yielding a list of deciduous canopy species. Understory species were not 

surveyed because they are seldom deciduous, with only one known exception (Erythrina 

costaricensis) on Barro Colorado Island (Frankie et al., 1974; Wright, 1991; Condit et al., 2000). 

A local botanist found no additional exceptions in a list of species comprising 90% of the 

understory stems at Cocoli and San Lorenzo (Rolando Perez, personal communication).  

Furthermore, SJW and Osvaldo Calderón drew on 63 years of experience in central 

Panama to score the leaf habit of 965 species as evergreen (850 species), brevideciduous (64), 

facultatively deciduous (42), or obligately dry season deciduous (10). Obligately dry season 

deciduous species drop all leaves at the beginning of the dry season. Facultatively deciduous 

species drop leaves steadily as the dry season develops. Obligately and faculatively deciduous 

species leaf out near the beginning of the next rainy season. Erythrina costaricensis is 

brevideciduous in the late rainy season. All other brevideciduous species drop all leaves during 

the dry season and leaf out a few days (Anacardium excelsum) to six weeks (Jacaranda copaia) 

later under ongoing dry season drought and well before the next rainy season begins. 

It is probable that this approach overestimates deciduousness in the understory, as many 

species become more deciduous in larger size classes (Condit et al., 2000); however, if anything 

this biases our results in the opposite direction of our conclusions. Furthermore, some deciduous 

species are only briefly deciduous—sometimes (rarely) during the wet season; nevertheless, in 

most cases, deciduousness is a drought adaptation.   

 

Methods S2 Corrections applied to forest census data and exclusion of outliers 

Aligning stem IDs across censuses 

 At all three sites, as individual stems were not tagged for multiple-stemmed trees, their 

growth and mortality could not be estimated until an algorithm was developed to align stems 

between censuses. This algorithm was run following the application of a taper correction (see 

Methods) to ensure that those stems that experienced a height of measurement change over the 

census interval would have comparable diameter measurements. All stems were first sorted from 

largest to smallest DBH. For each tag, if the number of stems changed between censuses, 



 

indicating a mortality event, then the algorithm tested different possibilities for stem death and 

selected the combination that returned the minimum sum of absolute differences. A stem was not 

permitted to align with another if that match resulted in a shrinkage of more than 15%, and a 

multiplicative penalty of 5 was applied to negative matches in order to incentivize growth over 

the less likely possibility of shrinking. Stems were also matched by the algorithm in cases where 

a large stem had broken and resprouted (indicated by the code ‘R’ in the census data) or if the 

number of stems ≥ 10 cm changed between censuses. If a tree had too many stems for the 

algorithm to handle (true for ≤4 trees per census interval), only stems ≥10 cm were matched, and 

smaller stems remained sorted from largest to smallest DBH. 

 To test this alignment, we ran the algorithm using the Barro Colorado Island censuses 

from 2010 and 2015, during which each individual stem was tagged and tracked. For 89% of 

stems, the alignment produced by the algorithm matched the actual stem alignment. To 

determine whether the algorithm causes an underestimation of growth rates, we ran a paired t-

test and found that although the growth values that resulted from the algorithm alignment were 

significantly lower (t=-4.7; df = 198420; p<0.001), the mean of differences was trivial enough (-

0.0028 mm yr-1; CIs: -0.004,-0.002) to support the use of this algorithm in cases of untagged 

stems. 

 

Precision and rounding 

For the first two Barro Colorado Island censuses, measurement precision was only 0.5 cm 

for stems ≤5 cm (as opposed to 0.1cm for larger stems in the first two censuses and all stems in 

later censuses). To adjust for this, measurements for all stems <5.5 cm were rounded to the 

nearest 0.5 cm. 

 

Removal of growth outliers 

To reduce the impact of outliers that likely reflect measurement errors, we excluded 

stems that grew more than 75 mm yr-1 or those that fell more than four standard deviations above 

the mean for each size class. Negative outliers were accounted for by excluding stems with a 

DBH measurement that fell more than four standard deviations below its initial DBH based on a 

linear model used to estimate standard deviation of DBH (Muller-Landau et al., 2006). When 



 

calculating ANPPstem, instead of excluding outliers, we replaced values by the C gain of each 

outlier’s size class using the same 23 approximately log-even bins used in subsequent analyses. 

There were several instances of large buttressed stems with missing DBH measurements 

at Cocoli in 1997 (n=12), Barro Colorado Island in 1985 (n=13), and San Lorenzo in 1997 (n=6). 

For these, we estimated DBH by calculating total growth between the previous and subsequent 

censuses and allocating it proportionally between the two census periods based on the mean 

proportion of growth in each census period for the size class, where stems were divided into size 

classes using 23 log-even bins. 

 

Estimating C balance for first Barro Colorado Island census period 

Estimation of C balance for the first census period required a correction for the fact that 

stems with buttresses or other irregularities (0.51% of all stems; 16% of stems ≥20cm DBH) 

were measured at breast height, rather than above buttresses, in the first Barro Colorado Island 

census. For M, we broke stems into 23 approximately log-even size bins and determined the 

fraction of stems in each size class that had a HOM (height of measurement) change from 1981-

1985 (f∆HOM, Table S3). For that subset of stems, the ratio of biomass C in 1985 to 1981 

(C85:C81) was calculated to produce a corrected estimate of M that assumes that the cohort of 

stems that died had the same fraction of stems with buttresses and the same error introduced by 

those buttresses as stems that survived:          

𝑀𝑐𝑜𝑟𝑟𝑒𝑐𝑡𝑒𝑑 = 𝑀 ∗ (1 − 𝑓∆𝐻𝑂𝑀) + 𝑀 ∗ 𝑓∆𝐻𝑂𝑀 ∗ (𝐶85 𝐶81⁄ )                                              [1] 

Stem productivity (ANPPstem) was corrected by replacing the C gain for each individual that 

changed its HOM with the average C gain of its size class during the 1981-1985 census period 

based on its 1985 HOM, using the same size bins as Mcorrected. Using the calculation stated 

previously, net biomass C change was determined for the first Barro Colorado Island census 

interval using these corrected M and ANPPstem estimations. 

 

Methods S3 Demographic variables. 

Census data were used to calculate growth and mortality. Stem diameter growth rate (mm 

yr-1) and stem Cag,live growth rate (Mg C yr-1) were calculated for each stem by dividing its 

change in DBH and C, respectively, between two consecutive census periods by the change in 

time between these censuses using exact measurement dates. Mean Individual Cag,live (Mg C) was 



 

estimated by calculating the mean C in each size class for the initial census period of the census 

interval using 23 log-even bins. Growth outliers were excluded as detailed in Methods S2.  

Annual stem mortality rate (mstem; % yr-1) was calculated using the following equation 

(Sheil et al., 1995): 

𝑚𝑠𝑡𝑒𝑚 = [1 − (
𝑁𝑡

𝑁0
)

1
𝑡⁄

]  × 100,         [2] 

Here, N0 is the number of live stems in the initial census, and Nt is the number of stems that 

remained alive in the subsequent census at time t (in years), calculated as the census interval for 

the N0 stems based on the mean of exact census dates. Stems whose DBH fell below the 1 cm 

threshold due to stem breaks were counted as dead (Muller-Landau et al., 2006). The stem 

mortality rate values reported here differ from individual tree mortality rate values, which would 

not count an individual as dead until all stems have died. Ninety-five percent confidence 

intervals were estimated for all variables by bootstrapping across 10 x 10 m subplots.  
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